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To many of us there comes the necessity for making a decision, a 
decision from which we naturally shrink. It has to do with whether 
we shall honor a man and his opinions, his scholarship, his sincerity 


and piety, or whether we shall honor God’s Word. 


If the Bible is a record of historical facts and divine truths then 
the accuracy of the record is in no way invalidated because men may 


choose to deny the aceuracy of this record. 


“Tt is better to trust in the Lord than to put confidence in man.” 
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EDITORIAL 


Is The Revised Standard 
Version “Our Most 
Accurate” Bible? 


The new advertisements for the Revised Stan- 
dard Version describe it as “certainly the most ac- 
curate” translation offered. In the notices the 
R.S.V. is contrasted with the King James Version 
made three hundred years ago, but little or nothing 
is said of the English Revision of 1881 or of the 
American Version of 1901—in both of which 
works the revisers had the benefit of the Westcott 
& Hort text—one which some of the New Testa- 
ment revisers of 1946 have admitted using. 


Let us check the R.S.V. in a few New Testa- 
ment passages. The last Nestle’s Text, the one 
which the R.S.V. professes to use, gives, at John 
1:18: “God only begotten who is in the bosom of 
the Father.”’ R.S.V. translates, “the only Son who 
is in the bosom of the Father,’ and gives no mar- 
vinal note to indicate that the other is the reading 
preferred by Nestle. On the other hand, both the 
English Revision of 1881 and the American Re- 
vised or Standard Edition of 1901 gives, at least in 
the margin, “many very ancient authorities read 
God only begotten.’ Which is the more accurate? 


In First Corinthians there are several passages in 
which the Greek adjectives psychical and spiritual 
occur. The former of these adjectives is translated 
in the King James by the English word natural. 
This translation is followed by the 1901 transla- 
tion, but with an added note in the margin under 
I Cor. 2:14 and I Cor. 15:44 stating that the 


Greek word translated natural is really psychical. 


In I Cor. 15:4446 the R.S.V. translates the 
Greek adjective psychical by a different word for 


. 


which there is a different Greek adjective, namely, 
by the word physical. This mis-translation occurs 
three times in these three verses. The cognate noun 
soul occurs in Verse +5 and is translated by the 
R.S.V. being in distinction from the translations of 
1611, 1881, and 1901. By this mis-translation of 
psychical as physical the present body is given a ma- 
terial connotation, with the result that the con- 
trasting adjective spiritual is read as implying, that 
the resurrection body will not be physical or’ ma- 
terial but be a kind of ethereal or ghost body, or 
not a body at all but a spirit. When the Greek ad- 
jective is correctly read as a psychical or psycho- 
logical or an inanimate or a natural body, it is seen 
that the Apostle is not describing the material or 
the composition of the body—but its controlling 
principle. Our present bodies are controlled by our 
fallen, Adamic psychology. In contrast the resur- 
rection bodies will be Spiritual bodies, that is, 
bodies (real bodies) controlled by the Holy Spirit. 
In these verses Paul says nothing about the material 
or the composition of either the bodies that are 
buried or about the bodies that are raised. But the 
inaccuracies of the R.S.V. say much. 


Can the R.S.V. carry this mis-translation of 
psychical with its consequent mis-implication as to 
the meaning of spiritual through this one letter? By 
no means, ‘The same two adjectives occur in I Cor. 
2:14. If the R.S.V. translated there as in 1 Cor. 
15:44 the verse would read: “The physical man 
does not receive the gifts of the Spirit of 
God ... because they are spiritually discerned. The 
spiritual man judges all things.” If I Cor, 2:14 
were intéxpreted the way R.S.V. interprets I Cor. 
15 :44-46 it Would mean that the unregenerate man 
is a physical or material man, but that at his re- 
generation hé,ceases to be physical and becomes a 
man composed\only of Spirit, that is, an angel. But 
the R.S.V. holes that the regenerate men still 
have physical weight and material substance, so 


they shy off their translation of I Cor. 15:44-46, 
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and at I Cor. 2:14 translate the Greek adjective 
psychical not physical but unspiritual, 


The Geek adjective which is made to imply non- 
physical, non- substantial, non-material by the 
R.S.V. mistranslation in | Cor. 14:44-46 occurs 
again in | Cor. 10:2-4. Here the adjective defines 
the manna which the Children of Israel ate in the 
wilderness and the water which they there drank. 
Was that food and drink non-substantial, non- 
physical, ethereal, ghost food? Certainly not. Con- 
sequently, the R.S.V. does not follow its implica- 
tion of I Cor, 15:44-46 that the adjective spiritual 
means non-material. ‘lo avoid that implication thev 
translated the Greek adjective spiritual by another 
word, namely, the word supernatural. his despite 
the fact that they read the same word as spiritual 
in Chapters 2-]2-14-15. 


Is a translation accurate which mistranslates the 
Greek adjective psychical by a different word phy- 
sical and so foists upon the text of I Cor. 15:44-46 
a meaning that the text does not bear, and then 
where this mistranslation would be clearly impos- 
sible translates the same Greek adjective psychical 
by the word unspiritual (1 Cor, 2:14), and the 
same Greek adjective spiritual by another term 
supernatural (1 Cor. 10:2-4). Is this an accuracy 
of which one can properly boast? —Wrm. C. R. 


The Captured 
Smithies 


“Now there was no smith found throughout all 
the land of Israel: For the Philistines said, Lest the 
Hebrews make them swords or spears: but all the 
Israelites went down to the Philistines, to sharpen 
every man his share, and his coulter, and his ax, 
and his mattock.” 


The Philistines were smart, they had a corner on 
the smithies so that the Israelites were kept in a 
state of disarmament, even having to go down to 
them for major repairs to their agricultural imple- 
ments, All they had fog use at home was a file. 


Are we guarding our smithies ? 


The Word of God is the Sword of the Spirit. 
Without it it is impossible to wage a successful fight 
against the Devil and his works. A bent sword is of 
only limited usefulness. A rusted sword is an im- 
paired instrument, An untempered sword is not one 


with which to win a battle. A defective sword can 
fail when it is needed most. 


‘The churches of America are blessed with a great 
company of young people who have caught the 
vision for Christian service. They have met the 
Lord Jesus Christ and have acknowledged Him as 
Saviour and as Lord. 


These voung people enter church-related institu- 
tions across America to the better fit themselves to 
live as Christians and to work as servants of the 
living Saviour. They go to these church-related in- 
stitutions to sharpen their swords—to study God's 
Word and to learn how to use it. 


But—tragic to relate—they find that some of 
these smithies have been captured by the enemy of 
souls, Instead of learning to trust God’s Word and 
to rely implicitly in its inspiration and in its au- 
thority, doubts of both are implanted in their minds, 
and they come away with a compromised faith in 
the one and only weapon with which Satan can be 
put to flight. 


Only recently we heard of a young minister of 
brilliant scholastic record, both here and abroad, 
who gave this testimony: “I found myself assailed 
with questions and doubts and I found it impossible 
for me to resolve them. Through importunate 
prayer | determined to stay with my Bible until 
these doubts were overcome. As I continued to pray 
and to study the Scriptures there dawned upon me 
the glorious fact that the Bible is true, that I can 
trust it completely and implicitly.” 


As the Philistines maintained the ascendency 
through the monopoly of the smithies, so Satan 
would destroy the power of effective Christian wit- 
ness by capturing the smithies where the Sword of 
the Spirit should be sharpened. 


“But with Saul and with Jonathan his son was 


there found (a sword.” ) 


And it was Jonathan who took his sword and 
spear and went out to win a great victory over the 
enemy. So today the Christian battle will go to 
those who in humble reliance in the power which 
the Holy Spirit accords to those who accept and use 
His Word, yo out to use that Sword in its appoint- 
ed task to overcome the forces of evil. 


Some of the smithies may be captured—but the 


Word of God abideth forever. —L.N.B. 
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Diverse Weights 
And Diverse Balances 


“Both are an abomination unto me, 


saith the Lord.” 


“He that is without sin among you, 
let him cast the first stone.” 


N THESE two texts, one from the Old and one 
from the New Testament we have the Word 
of the living God Who sets justice to the plum- 

met line, the Word of the living Christ Who has 
heen exalted because He loved righteousness and 
hated iniquity. 


Resolutions have been introduced into one of our 
Presbyteries asking the General Assembly to in- 
vestigate the reported intentions of the members of 
the Continuing Church Committee, apparently with 
a view of disciplining these brethren if their re- 
ported intentions are not in accord with what the 
advocates of the motion assume the vote of the 


Church will be. 


This editorial is designed for those who are push- 
ing this resolution. Brethren, be sure your own 
hands are clean; and also consider whether reported 
intentions are appropriate matters for discipline. 
Not every reported intention is correctly reported ; 
not every accurately reported intention is carried 
out. And if discipline be in order let those who en- 
gage in it make sure that their own record of obedi- 
ence to the acts of the General Assembly will bear 
scrutiny. For every earthly judgment gets its sanc- 
tion from the Great White Throne of God at which 
we shall every one give account of the deeds done 


in the flesh. 


The General Assembly has unanimously asserted 
that “the acceptance of infallible truth and Divine 
authority of Holy Scripture” is involved in our tra- 
ditional vows. Ere you push this proposed action 
against the reported intentions of the Continuing 
Church Committee, have you kept this act of our 
Assembly ? 


The Assembly similarly declared that our ordina- 
tion vows involve acceptance of the doctrine that 
Christ offered up Himself a sacrifice to satisfy Di- 
vine justice and reconcile us to God. Yet one hears 
“liberal” voices from certain pulpits declaring that 
a Presbyterian minister may accept any view of the 
atonement he wishes. If you have not kept this dec- 
laration of the Assembly tread softly in pressing the 
proposed resolution. 


Likewise the General Assembly unanimously de- 
clared that the acceptance of the virgin birth of 
Christ is involved in our ordination vows. If you 
were a leader in a Presbytery which accepted and 
ordained one who does not believe this precious doc- 
trine, take heed how you now plan to discipline 


vour brethren for their reported intention not to 


obey a possible majority action. 
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A few years ago the General Assembly instructed 
the Executive Committee of Foreign Missions not 
to unite in the National Council. While that was 
the official and, at that time, final action of the 
Assembly a “progressives” in our Church 
put out a round robin designed to pressure the said 
Executive Committee into doing what the General 
Ascembly instructed it not to do. If you signed that 
round robin asking the violation of the instruction 
of the General Assembly, take care how vou push 
the current resolution to crack down on brethren 
whose intentions are reported as being willing to 
disobey an assumed majority vote on Church Union. 


Again there are a number of ministers who are 
encouraging congregations, youth groups, Women 
of the Church, and even synods to act otherwise 
than the General Assembly has repeatedly directed 
in reference to the Japanese Christian University. 
Surely these brethren will have the grace and pro- 
priety to take no action against men who are re- 
ported as not willing to abide by possible majority 
vote. For there is no respect of persons with God. 


Wm.C.R. 
Or 


Command 


In the notable Sermon on the Mount there are 
words which have often failed to register their im- 
portance: “Ye are the salt of the earth... Ye are 
the Light of the world.” On the face of it- these 
words are in what we call the indicative mode. Be- 
hind and beneath them lies a force which must place 
them in the imperative mode. It is as though the 
Saviour said: “You are and you must be salt... . 
You are and you are enjoined to be light.” The 
words then we take to be not a compliment but 
a command. They are not optional but are obliga- 
tory. Here then is the connection, the logic of the 
text, there is an unescapable, and inevitable obliga- 
tion resting upon those who are Christians, that 
they be to the world what salt and light are. This 
is no generous gesture on the part of our Lord: it 
is an inexorable injunction. 


These words with their import we first examine 
in the light of what the Gospel is in itself. On what 
account are Christians salt and light? What lies 
behind the idea? It is due to the fact that with the 
tollowers of our Lord Jesus Christ rests the Gos- 
pel. Foolish would it be to suppose that a group of 
people, no matter how educated, and no matter how 
greatly refined and disciplined, could be salt and 
light to all the world. A few nationalities on earth 
have supposed themselves to be supermen, children 
ot heaven, and destined to lead the earth’s races. It 
is an impotent hallucination. It is a national night- 
mare. Only something superior indeed, something 
super-human, something from above, from the one 
true God, Lord of life and destiny, Lord of love 
and glory,—only some such force as this, could by 
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the remotest possibility challenge and receive the 
homage, the allegiance, the cooperation of all man- 
kind, And this is just what the Gospel claims to be 
and is. It is God’s good news. It comes down from 
above. It possesses man with divine power and vrace. 
We have no right to claim Lordship over others. 
The facts show that no race is in itself superior to 
others. But in the reality that Christians of all races 
and tongues have the power of God in the super- 
natural blessings of the Gospel,—in this alone is 
there superiority, claim to uniqueness, ability to 
bless all the earth. Here also is the only justification 
for going “into all the world.” We believe in and 
love our country and its ideals; but we have no 
right and no call to impose our institution upon 
others. It is due solely to the divinely given Gos- 
pel of salvation that Christians of all races and na- 
tions make approach to other people, and because of 
that power, that privilege, that promise, that com- 
mand, we must do so. Christianity is-supernatural, 
divine, unique. Therefore Christians With that price- 
less, invaluable trust, are solely on such account, 
salt and light. ‘These ideas certainly lie behind that 
which is implicitly the command of our Lord.in his 
use of such strong figures of speech. To be salt and 
light is not to be flattered: it is to be placed under 
the most serious and weighty obligation. 


Let us now look at what the Gospel is for man- 
kind. Inasmuch as the world cannot live without 
salt and without light, our Lord strikingly conveys 
the thought that the world must have that which is 
put in the trust of Christians. This is a colossal 
statement. History seems to be showing how true it 
is. Over the records of the race, there have been 
great objects of search for the answers to men’s 
deepest needs. We have heard of the Elixir of Life, 
some fabulous potion to cure all the diseases of man. 
Certainly Christianity under whose aegis the great 
advances in medicine have been made, may not be 
improperly looked upon as the answer to the sick 
man’s dream of hope. In vain did the ancients prose- 
cute their search: the elixir of life is found only in 
the Gospel of our Lord. Whether in mental or 
actual physical sense, nothing compares with that 
which the Gospel provides or fosters. 


Again the ancients sought the fables Philosopher’s 
Stone, some precious substance which would trans- 
mute all basal metals into gold. Mrs. Motte Martin 
thrills her audience with the story of a once polyga- 
mous witch doctor, deep-dyed in all corruption, a 
cannibal, an enemy of Christianity. But the grace 
of God in the Gospel of His Son touched the heart 
of this powerful though perverted potentate. He 
became a Christian; and at the last report of him, 
he was the pastor of the largest Presbyterian Church 
in the world. Nothing but the philosopher’s stone of 
Christianity could change such base human life into 
the new man in Christ Jesus. 


The Fountain of Youth has been another of the 
yreat pursuits of men. We recall the story of Ponce 


AUGUST 20. 1952 


4 
Christian Emphasis. 


Friendly Personal Attention. 
Football. 


COLLEGE AND PREPARATORY. 
Enroll now for fall session beginning Sept. 8, 1952. 


PRESBYTERIAN JUNIOR COLLEGE 
Box 38R. Maxton, North Carolina 


Educational Excellence. 
Small Classes. 


de Leon searching the new world. ‘There is a pa- 
thetic picture of the battle-clad warrior plunging 
into puddles to regain his vanished youth, but all in 
vain. The only Fountain of Youth is provided in 
the Gospel. It is interesting that from ancient Baby- 
lonian lore comes a story of Hades, guarded by 
Allat, from the threshold of whose palace issued a 
spring with life-restoring property for all who bath- 
ed or drank. Here Ishtar descended pursuing a lover 
Dumuzi, renewed but held captive until Ea, King 
of all gods, secured for both of these the waters of 
lite from Allat’s realm. “The water that I shall give 
them shall be in him a well of water springing up 
into everlasting lite.”” Is the reason why no one ever 
asked our Lord to make him young again, that the 
true Christian has the secret of eternal youth? 


Lastly, there is the Universal Solvent, which was 
supposed by men of former times to dissolve any 
substance. The practical question of where to keep 
it, never seemed to have entered their heads. We pay 
proper tribute to such conferences as Dumbarton 
Oaks and San Francisco; and the Atlantic Charter 
doubtless contains much idealism. But the tragic, 
and to the Christian, the strange fact is that the 
only Universal Solvent for all ills is the Gospel, 
which men refuse to take! 


In the light of the foregoing, the only thing for 
the true Christian to do is to obey. There is no 
option for His followers. It was when Christians 
lost their savor and hid their candle that the East 
was overrun by the Mohammedan hoards. And only 
tor the same reason did the West fall later under 
the blight of Romanism. In true, historic, Biblical 
Christianity lies the source of blessing for all. Ten 
righteous men would have saved Sodom. ‘Those are 
remarkable but true words that the Lord Jesus 
Christ has done more for mankind than all the 
armies that ever marched and all the courts that 
ever sat, and all the judges that ever ruled, and all 
the police, and all the laws, which men have known. 


One of the strangest contradictions of history is 
in the neglect of Christians to be salt and light. In 
the record, there is the story of our Lord’s healing 
a man in sore distress, who was enjoined to say 
nothing about it. (We may understand the reasons 
which entered into the case). But the man contrary 
to orders, blazed abroad the fact of his healing. 
How indefensible, how inexcusable, how inexplica- 
ble is the fact that we who by the same Saviour have 
experienced the incalculably greater blessing of soul 
salvation, and have the explicit command to tell 
everyone, remain dumb!—R.F.G. 
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A Reply 


By The Honorable L. Elmo Holt 


ATLANTA, GA. 


N the issue of The Presbyterian Outlook ot 

June 23, 1952, is published an article by the 

Rev. Ben Lacy Rose, D.D., entitled ‘““The 
Presbyterian Doctrine Of Church Property,” ap- 
pended to which is a note stating: “This was the 
decisive word spoken before the Charleston As- 
sembly on an important issue.” 


We respectfully submit that no such\doctrine of 
church property as set forth in this doc\ment now 
exists or has ever existed in the Southern Presby- 
terian Church, and nothing more indécisive has 
ever been uttered. The article contains lpose state- 
ments and unwarranted conclusions, unsupported 
by legal precedent, that melt away into nothingness 
in the searching rays of analysis. 


‘The matter under attack is the provision of the 
charter of Westminster Presbyterian Church of 
Atlanta Presbytery stating that such church holds 
its property “‘for the absolute, sole and exclusive 
benefit of the members of the congregation (of said 
“church), without any right, title, interest or estate, 
legal or equitable, existing in favor of any denomi- 
nation, presbytery or other ecclesiastical body what- 
ever.” 


After quoting the above provision and asserting 
that he is going to show that it violates the express 
provisions of that ‘‘noble document,” the Book of 
Church Order, the author makes this fatal and 
startling admission: “If the charter said ‘in fee 
simple forever,’ no one would object.” ‘he veriest 
tvro lawyer knows that in making such admission 
he absolutely destroved his case, and nothing that he 
said afterwards could breathe any life into his con- 
tentions. 


If the case had been on trial in a civil court, all 
that counsel for the opposition needed to do was to 
await until the harangue was ended, and then 
quietly move the court for judgment on the admis- 
sion that if the charter had declared that the cor- 
poration held the property in fee simple for the 
members of the congregation of the Westminster 
Church, it would be invulnerable. No civil court 
could refuse the motion for judgment based on 
such admission. 

Because of the scope and effect of a fee simple 
title. What he is contending is that this charter 
should be rejected because it stated that the cor- 
poration holds the property for the benefit of the 
members of the congregation without any right, 
title, interest or estate, legal or equitable, in favor 
of any presbytery or other ecclesiastical agency, 
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‘This would be exactly the effect of a fee simple 
title because such title carries every possible interest 
and estate, legal, equitable or otherwise, that can 
possibly exist in real property. 


Hence when property is conveyed to a corpora- 
tion by a fee simple title for the benefit of the mem- 
bers of the congregation, such title shuts out beyond 
peradventure any claim whatever to such property 
by any presbytery or any other ecclesiastical body. 
And the effect of this provision of the charter is 
exactly the same as a fee simple title—no more and 
no less. 


There is a complete refutation of the entire 
article, and it is really unnecessary to say anything 
more. However, we now propose to expose the 
legal fallacies and misstatements that fairly bristle 
throughout the document. 


The first contention made is that a local church 
is organized by presbytery, and is always under the 
authority of presbytery, for which position Para- 
graph 26 of the Book of Church Order is cited as 
authority. 

Further reference is made to Subdivisions (2) 
and (3) of Paragraph 26, emphasis being laid on 
the covenant agreement of the members to ‘walk 
together as an organized church on the principles of 
the Faith and Order of the Presbyterian Church in 
the United States, and *** to study the purity and 
harmony of the whole body.”’ 


‘These provisions relate solely and wholly to the 
organization of a body of believers into an ecclesi- 
astical institution, and for the government thereof. 
Not one word is said about property or the owner- 
ship thereof. The “taith and order” of the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States has never yet 
asserted that the property of a local church is not 
its own, or that such property is subject to control 
by presbytery or higher ecclesiastical authorities. 


It is settled law in this country that the title to 
church property is determined by the deed, will or 
other instrument that created it, and that the civil 
courts have the sole and absolute authority to de- 
cide the question. 


54 Corpus Juris, Pages 10, 11, 14, 15, 47, 53, 
55, 61, and 89. 

45 Am. Jur., Page 764. 

Shields v. Jolly, 18 S. C. Equity 379. 

Attorney General v. Jolly, 21 S. C. Equity 379. 

Turbeville v. Morris, 26 S. E. (2d) 821. 


In fact, the Presbyterian Church in the United 
States has clearly and unequivocally disclaimed any 
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authority to pass on such questions, as appears from 
Paragraph 57 of the Book of Church Order re- 
lating to church courts, which declares: “These as- 
semblies are altogether distinct from the civil 
magistracy, nor have any jurisdiction in political or 


civil affairs.”’ (Emphasis added). 


The trouble with the author of the article under 
review is that he has wholly confused, whether in- 
tentionally or not, the difference between West- 
minster Presbyterian Church, the ecclesiastical or- 
ganization created by Atlanta Presbytery, and 
Westminster Presbyterian Church, the civil cor- 
poration created by the sovereign State of Georgia. 


This distinction and the rights that flow there- 
from have never been better stated than they were 
by the famous Chancellor Harper, one of the ablest 
judges ever to grace an American court, in his cir- 
cuit decree in The Johns Island Presbyterian 
Church Case (19 S. C. Eq. 192), decided by the 
South Carolina Supreme Court in 1846. Said he: 


“T think it necessary to repeat, what other 
Judges have thought it necessary to say, that 
the civil tribunal possesses no authority what- 
ever to determine on ecclesiastical matters— 
on a question of heresy, or as to what is orth- 
odox, or unorthodox, in matters of belief. So 
the ecclesiastical tribunals have no authority, 
as recognized by the law, to entertain any 
question, or in any manner effect a disposition 
of property by the decisions of their judica- 
tories. I think that some difficulty may have 
arisen from the ambiguous use of the word 
church. In one sense (and the common sense), 
the word church is understood to mean a num- 
ber of Christian persons, agreeing in their 
faith, usually assembling together in one 
place, for purposes of worship—submitting to 
its ordinances, and receiving its sacraments. 
This is entirely distinct from the meaning of 
the word “church” as applied to a corpora- 
tion. In the former sense of the word, many 
persons are usually members of the church— 
and most commonly a large majority, who 
neither are, nor can be, members of the cor- 
poration, married women, infants and slaves. 
When persons are incorporated by the name 
of “church,”’ this can be regarded only as a 
name of designation—or at most, as indicat- 
ing, when property is given to them, the trusts 
upon which it is given. This does not consti- 
tute the corporation a church, in which | con- 
sider the proper sense of the word, any more 
than if they were called by any other name. 
Nor do I consider a corporation, for the man- 
aging of church funds, can properly be called 
an ecclesiastical corporation, any more than if 
property were given to the South Carolina 
Society, for the support of the minister of St. 
Michael’s Church. In either case, they are 
merely regarded as trustees for the entire 
body of worshippers, and are merely a civil 
institution for the management of property. 
It is solely from their having the management 
of funds or revenues given for a specific pur- 
pose, that this court has any power to control 
or interfere with them. 


“As the civil tribunals have no right to 
interfere with anything but property, so the 
ecclesiastical judicatories have no authority 
whatever except over spiritual matters; nor 
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any means of enforcing their determinations, 
except spiritual ones, spiritual censures, ap- 
peals to conscience, or the refusal of commu- 
nion. Their jurisdiction is over the church in 
the sense which I have first attributed to the 
term. If any member of that church shall be 
found guilty of heresy or immoral conduct, 
they may inflict those spiritual penalties of 
censure or excommunication. But they have 
no power at all over the corporation, so as to 
affect its existence, or dispose of property.” 


It is the settled law of Georgia that courts of equity 
will not interfere with the internal or temporal 
affairs of a church, unless a property right is in- 
volved. Where a property right is involved, the 
courts will take jurisdiction and decide the ques- 
tion. 


Gibson v. Singleton, 149 Ga. 502. 
McCluskey v. Rakestraw, 167 Ga. 199. 
Mack v. Kime, 129 Ga. 1. 

Knowles v. White, 199 Ga. 772. 

Tucker v. Paulk, 148 Ga. 228 (2). 


ROM this statement of the law by this pre- 
Pi eninen: authority, it is evident that the writer 

of the article under review persuaded the 
General Assembly to violate Paragraph 57 of the 
Book of Church Order by assuming jurisdiction in 
a purely civil affair and in attempting to exert over 
the corporation created by the State of Georgia a 
control that effects its existence and seeks to dispose 
of its property. Atlanta Presbytery may regulate 
the ecclesiastical affairs of Westminster Presby- 
terian Church, but under the civil law of the 
country, it cannot regulate or control the corpora- 
tion that holds title to its property. Such corpora- 
tion is a creature of the state and so long as it exists, 
it is subject only to the laws of the state and will, 
in the end, be dissolved only by the state. 

The author of the article in question seems to 
think he clinches his argument by the veiled threat 
that Westminster Presbyterian Church can retain 
its property by sufterence so long as it remains a 
member of Atlanta Presbytery, but when its eccle- 
siastical organization is destroyed, presumably by 
the Presbytery, its property then goes to the Pres- 
bytery under Paragraph 164 of the Book of Church 
Order. The contention is wholly without merit. 
Paragraph 16+ provides: 


“If a church shall be dissolved by the Pres- 
bytery, or otherwise cease to exist, and no dis- 
position has been made of its property, those 
who hold the title to the property shall deliver, 
convey and transfer to the Presbytery of 
which the church was a member, or to the au- 
thorized agents of the Presbytery, all prop- 
erty of the church; and the receipt and acquit- 
tance of the Presbytery, or its proper repre- 
sentatives, shall be full and complete dis- 
charge of all liabilities of such persons hold- 
ing the property of the church. The Presby- 
tery receiving such property shall apply the 
same or the proceeds thereof at its discretion.” 


A very able civil court recently had occasion to con- 
strue this paragraph, and in so doing had this to 
say: 
“The. proper construction of Section 164 is 
that it was intended to provide for only one 


contingency, namely, the disposition of the 
property of a church that has ceased to exist 
as such. Manifestly, the purpose of this section 
was to prevent an escheat of the property to 
the State. The section, however, shows con- 
clusively that the Presbytery has no title to 
the property of the individual church because 
even in the case of the contingency mentioned, 
the property does not automatically pass to 
the Presbytery or its authorized agents, but it 
acquires title thereto only as the result of a 
deed executed by ‘those who hold the title to 
the property.’ This is a clear recognition of 
the fact that the property belongs to the local 
church.” 


A lawyer of long practice and large experience thus 
disposes of Paragraph 164 in an article in The 
Southern Presbyterian Journal ot September 20, 


1950: 


“The paragraph is intended merely to pro- 
tect presbytery investments, and is. but an 
application of the rule of resulting trusts that 
enables one who furnishes money to purchase 
property to force a conveyance of such prop- 
erty to him.” 


Under the Fourteenth Amendment to the Consti- 
tution of the United States, no state, by its legis- 
lature, courts, or any other agency, can deprive any 
person or corporation of property without due pro- 
cess of law, or deny the equal protection of the law. 


In the recent case of Shelly v. Kraemer, 334 
U. S. 1, 92 L. ed. 1161, where a state court had 
enforced a restrictive covenant in a deed prohibit- 
ing the sale of the property to certain persons, the 
Supreme Court of the United States reversed the 
judgment on the ground that such enforcement of 
forfeiture by the state court constituted state action 
and denied the equal protection of the law in viola- 
tion of the Fourteenth Amendment. 


To dissolve an organization and take its prop- 
erty amounts to an illegal and unconstitutional con- 
fiscation of property with due process of law, and 
the courts will not enforce such a forfeiture of 


property. 


Not only is Paragraph 16+ unconstitutional as 
violating the Fourteenth Amendment, if construed 
as the writer of this article contends, but it is also 
absolutely null and void as an attempt by an eccle- 
siastical court to render a ruling respecting the dis- 
position of real property, which under the law uni- 
versally prevailing in this country it is wholly 
powerless to do. 


The next position taken is that the General As- 
sembly of 1950 ruled that a local church does not 
own its property without reference to the denomi- 
nation. The General Assembly made no such rul- 
ing, but even if it had, the ruling would be utterly 
worthless in the light of the universal rule that 
a civil court alone can determine the ownership of 
real property. 


The author of the article here under review chal 
lenges anyone to produce any action of the General 


Assembly that sustains this charter. The General 
Assembly could take no position whatever either to 
reject or to support the charter, as that is purely a 
civil matter to be determined solely by the authori- 
ties of the sovereign State of Georgia. But we ac- 
cept his challenge and point him to Paragraph 57 
of the Book of Church Order, which is conclusive 
authority against every. contention he has made, 


He next runs in the Walnut Street case (Wat- 
son v. Jones, 13 Wallace 679, 20 L. ed. 666), 
which it is quite evident he has never read, as he 
absolutely misquotes its holding. Aside from the 
matter of jurisdiction, that case presented for de- 
cision the sole issue as to whether the members of 
the congregation of the Walnut Street Presbyterian 
Church that adhered to the union cause or those 
that adhered to the confederate cause in the War 
between the States constituted the true congrega- 
tion of such church. 


‘The court assumed that the decisions of the Nor- 
thern General Assembly and the Kentucky Presby- 
tery adhering thereto respecting the matter were 
those to be followed rather than those of the Sou- 
thern General Assembly and its Kentucky Presby- 
tery. 


As a matter of sound law, the decision is correct 
on the only issue properly before the court, if the 
Northern Assembly rather than the Southern As- 
sembly had jurisdiction to decide what members 
constituted the true congregation; but the big ques- 
tion has always been by what authority did the 
Supreme Court assume that the Northern rather 
than the Southern Assembly had jurisdiction to de- 
cide the question as to the true congregation. 


The opinion contains much extraneous matter 
and statements wholly irrelevant to any issue be- 
fore the court, and as to these it is of no value as a 
precedent, as in legal parlance these are but obiter 
dicta and of no binding authority. 


What is supremely important, however, and 
what has been wholly overlooked in every discus- 
sion of this case is the fact that it was largely predi- 
cated on the two leading South Carolina cases of 
Harmon v. Dreher, \7 S. C. Eq. 87, and The John’s 
Island Presbyterian Church Case, supra. Just as 
was done in the John’s Island Presbyterian Church 
Case, the property was awarded to the holding cor- 
poration or trustees to be held for the members of 
the local church, who the court declared “are the 
real beneficiaries of the trust held by them” (em- 
phasis added), and not to be held for presbytery or 
any other ecclesiastical agency whatever. 


If the Charleston General Assembly numbered 
among its members any outstanding lawyers and 
judges, they must have hung their heads with shame 
to see the vote of such body determined by the mis- 
statements and misinformation so recklessly dealt 
out by the misleading address fervidly delivered by 
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this minister—which address we have carefully 
analyzed and found to be wholly wanting. 

He concludes with the statement that this pro- 
vision of the charter under attack “is not in accord 
with the Book of Church Order,” but he miserably 
and totally failed in his effort to show how and 
wherein it so failed. 


He has attacked a charter granted by a sover- 
eign state of the American union, and has stam- 
peded the General Assembly into voting on a ques- 
tion of which they did not have the slightest juris- 
diction, It is utterly impossible for the General As- 
sembly to rule that the charter violates any pro- 
vision of the Book of Church Order, but the con- 
clusion is irresistible that the action of the General 
Assembly in voting on such question is in the teeth 
of the positive mandate of Paragraph 57 of the 
Book of Church Order which unequivocably denies 
to any church court jurisdiction to pass on any civil 
matter. 


In short, the General Assembly assumed more 
authority and jurisdiction than has ever been grant- 
ed to any body, judicial or otherwise, when it pre- 
sumed to sit in West Virginia and decide property 
rights and title to property located in every state 
wherein the Southern Presbyterian Church is lo- 
cated. 


It occurs to the writer that when the agenda ot 
the Assembly became so devoid of worthy and pro- 
per matters to discuss and it became necessary to 
render empty and worthless “judicial decisions,” 
then and there would have been an opportune time 
to adjourn. Despite all discussions, speeches, de- 
bates, decisions and votes, the title to church prop- 
erty in the Southern Presbyterian Church reposes 
wherever it was prior to the Charleston Assembly 
and there it will remain until conveyed by proper 
instrument or judgment of a court of competent 
legal jurisdiction of the state wherein such prop- 
erty lies. 


SABBATH SCHOOL LESSONS 


LESSON FOR AUGUST 31 


REV. J. KENTON PARKER 


The Reign of David 


Scripture: Il Samuel 5:6-25 8-9. Devo- 
tional Reading: Psalm 72:1-7. 


Our Devotional Readikg is from “A Psalm for Solomon” and more aptly describes his reign than that 
of David. It is prophetic in its larger outlook and points to the reign of David’s Greater Son. Verse five 
says, “They shall fear thee as long as the sun and moon endure, throughout all generations.” The reign 
of David is a great and glorious one, but is marred in places by David's sins and weaknesses.. Then, too, 
there was almost constant war for the peace of Solomon’s time had not come. Our lesson takes up various 


phases of his reign: (1) Growing Great (2) Con- 
quering Nations (3) Showing Justice and Kind- 
ness, 


Growing Great: 


Il Samuel 5:6-25 


“And David went on and grew great, and the 
Lord God of Hosts was with him.” (verse 10) 


The first evidence of this “growing greatness’ 
was his capture of the stronghold of Zion. The 
city had been partly subjugated in the time of the 
Judges (See Judges 1:8 and 21), but evidently the 
Jebusites had regained control. The importance of 
the capture of Jerusalem is very apparent. It be- 
came the capital of the nation and the center of 
influence in all its future history and a symbol of 
religious life. 


He forms that most friendly and profitable alli- 
ance with Hiram, king of ‘Tyre, which lasted 
throughout his life and on into the reign of Solo- 
mon. ‘They built David a house. This was but the 
beyinning of an extensive “Building Program’”’ 
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which David and his sons carried out with the help 
of this king. 


David saw clearly that it was the Lord Who 
had established him king and exalted his kingdom. 
In view of this it seems strange that the very next 
verse tells of a departure from the Lord. There 
had been given a plain command in Deuteronomy 
17:17. In speaking about the king that should come 
when they were settled in the land, God says, 
‘Neither shall he multiply wives to himself, that 
his heart turn not away.” 


In verses 13-16 we are told how David violated 
this command: “And David took him more con- 
cubines and wives out of Jerusalem.” Thus began 
that sad and tragic story of David’s miserable home 
lite which is one of the worst blots on his character. 
In tact, it had begun before this, for he already had 
several wives, but it became far worse after he be- 
came king. This sin on the part of David not only 
marred the happiness of his home, but brought 
trouble and near disaster to the nation. We pity the 
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weeping monarch as he cries, “Oh Absalom, my 
son, my son,” but we cannot but remember that it 
was David’s fault that there was an Absalom to 
lead a rebellion against his own father. 


Next we have two wars with the Philistines. 
Again we see that characteristic note about David: 
“David enquired of the Lord.” He was never a 
man to rely upon his own wisdom or strength, but 
consistently consulted God. It is a pity that he did 
not “enquire of the Lord” in regard to his domestic 
affairs. In these wars with his constant foes he 
showed his reliance upon God and was victorious. 
This trust in God was one of his finest traits of 
character, and explains his great success as a soldier. 
It would be well to compare him with Joshua in 
this respect: both were great soldiers, and both put 
their trust in Jehovah. 


I would like for us to pause long enough to get 
a very obvious lesson for ourselves, both personally, 
and as a nation, It is much better and wiser to con- 
sult God before we make our plans than afterwards. 
So often men make their plans without any thought 
of prayer and then when they get all tangled up and 
“are at their wit’s end” they turn to God and im- 
plore Him to help them out. I feel that this is our 
trouble in America. We have gotten ourselves into 
a ‘mess. All agree on this, except some partisan 
politicians. Many are praying that God will get 
us out. If we had “enquired of the Lord” | do not 
believe we would have allied ourselves with those 
who hate Him. We have taken the serpent into our 
bosom. When we help those who hate the Lord 
then we become involved in their sins, as good king 
Jehoshaphat found out to his sorrow. 


Il. Conquering Nations: 


Il Samuel 8:1-14 


David not only defeated the Philistines but ex- 
tended the borders of his kingdom in all directions. 


He smote Moab and the Moabites became his 
servants and brought presents. He smote Hada 
dezer, the son of Rehob, king of Zoab at the river 
Euphrates, and when the Syrians of Damascus came 
to help Hadadezer, David defeated these and put 
garrisons in Syria of Damascus, and the Syrians 
became subject to him and brought him gifts. When 
‘Toi heard of this victory he sent Joram his son to 
congratulate David. Joram brought with him ves- 
sels of silver and gold and brass, which David dedi- 
cated unto the Lord, together with that of all the 
nation which he had subdued. Thus the new king 
got himself quite a name among the surrounding 
countries, 


He put garrisans in Edom and this country be- 
came tributary to Israel. David was a great and ex- 
perienced soldier. He had endured privation and 
hardship for a long period. He was a man of courage 
and his faith in God was one of his outstanding 
traits of character. “These qualifications fitted him 
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for the task of clearing the land of all enemies and 
enlarging the borders of his country. His hands 
were “full of blood’ and at times he seemed vin- 
dictive and cruel, but he was dealing with cruel 
enemies. He was getting the land ready for the 
peaceful reign of Solomon, the “Golden Age” of 
Israel. He ranks among the great soldiers, not as 
fine in character as Joshua, nor as great in some 
respects as that leader, but occupying a place of 
more prominence since he was king and poet and 
musician as well as soldier. He is a lovable man in 
spite of his faults and failures and deep sins. 


Showing Justice and Kindness: 
8:15-9:13 


We turn now from his career as a soldier and 
conquerer to the character of his reign, and find 
that as king and ruler of his people David showed 
those qualities which make him one of the great 
kings of history. He had already manifested tact- 
fulness, shrewdness and statesmanship in the ‘“‘wise”’ 
way in which he acted both while Saul was living 
and at his death. I do not suppose that David ever 
studied psychology but he knew human nature and 
the workings of the human mind; he knew how to 
“handle men,” and this is one of the most im- 
portant things in a ruler. 


One of the first evidences of his wisdom as a 
ruler was in the “mighty men” that he gathered 
around him, Like Queen Elizabeth in English his- 


‘tory, he had the ability to pick able men to be in 


his “‘cabinet”’ and to help him in his administration. 
Joab was an able soldier, albeit harsh and unscrupu- 
lous, as we see in his treachery connected with Ab- 
ner, the leader of Saul’s house (see chapter 3) Da- 
vid came to fear the rough old soldier. (For a fuller 
account of these mighty men see I Chron. 11 :15- 
+7). 


He executed judgment and justice to all the 
people. As a whole, while not as noted in this 
respect as his son, Solomon, he was fair in judging 
cases which came before him. He showed much 
greater ability in public duties than in his duties 
in his own home. This is often true of rulers. He 
seemed to take on added dignity and a sense of 
responsibility when in the role of a king, than he 
had as a father. 


One of the best, if not the best, things about 
David, was his “tender heart.’’ He could be cruel 
and harsh and unreasonable when angered, but he 
had a compassionate heart and a regard for the 
sacredness of promises. 


He and Jonathan had made a very solemn cove- 
nant. | have always felt that Jonathan was the one 
to be most admired and honored, for David had 
everything to gain and nothing to lose, while Jona- 
than had much to give up, even the kingdom itself. 
It was pure, unselfish love on the part of the heir 
to the throne. Let us hope that this was true of 
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Jonathan's sake?” 


David also. His lament over his friend at his un- 
timely death seems to indicate that this was true. 


“And David said, Is there any that is left of the 
house ot Saul, that | may show him kindness for 
‘They found a servant by the 
name of Ziba, and equiring of him they located a 
son of Jonathan, a-cripple, by the name of Mephi- 


bosheth. He is called before the king and is ex- 
tremely fearful, as well he might be, for it was not 
the custom in those days to deal gently with any 
rivals. David reassures him, restores his property, 
which the servant Ziba is to manage for him. The 
cripple is to have a place at the king’s table and be 
treated royally all his days. This episode reveals 
the innate kindness of David. 


YOUNG PEOPLE'S DEPARTMENT 


YOUTH PROGRAM FOR AUGUST 31 


REV. H. LAWRENCE LOVE, JR. 


In His Name 


In His name! the name of Jesus! the mame at which every knee shall bow, and that every tongue shall 
confess to be Lord to the glory of God the Father! the name above every name! And in this matchless name, 
exalted of Gaod above all others in heaven, in earth, and under the earth, we enter the presence of God! Be- 
cause of Him we are granted an audience with the King of heaven, being received, not through any merit 
of our own, but because of Him in whom we are accepted of God. The name of Jesus isn't a password, nor 


an “open sesame’ by which anvone may enter the 


presence of God. It is not a magical symbol which 
insures a hearing before the throne of grace when 
tacked on to the end of a praver. It is the name 
which we must dear, having been baptized into His 
death, being identified with Him, as members of 
His Church, which is His body! It is the name, the 
only name, whereby we must be saved. Having 
received Him, in Him we receive power to become 
the sons of God; the right to enter the house not 
made with hands, eternal in the heavens, drawing 
near with a true heart in full assuranee of faith, 
knowing that we will be received in Him! 


Only as we receive the right through identifica- 
tion with Jesus Christ, do we dare approach the 
throne of grace. ‘To pray in His name, ts to be in 
Him, accepted of God in the beloved. All things 
are ours, because we are His, and He its God’s! 
Therefore, in His name, we mav draw upon the 
infinite resources of heaven, for all belongs to Him, 
and we are in Him. 

‘The bank of heaven will honor every cheek that 
is drawn in the name of Jesus Christ, and we are 
authorized to use that name, for we, with Him, are 
joint heirs of the eternal riches of God. Every re- 
source of heaven is available to every child of God, 
not to do with as we please, but to do as God 
wills, tor His glory. If we prav in the name of 
Jesus, as those who are in Him, we will desire 
above all else, the glory of Giod, and will delight 
to do His will. Then we may use the matchless 
name ot Jesus with contidence and peace, 


It is a startling thing to sav, vet gloriously true, 
that we may enter the presence of God as boldly 
and treely as. the Lord Jesus Christ, for we enter 
only as we are in Him, “who of God ts made unto 
us wisdom, righteousness, sanctification, and re- 
demption.” 

()ften we try to create an “atmosphere 
by soft lights, and through ventle strains from the 


Oran. We make much ot posture, and often are led 


of praver 
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to believe that pictures and stained-glass windows, 
with lighted candles on an altar, will lend reality 
to praver. What a tragic misunderstanding of the 
true meaning of prayer! That which has an aesthetic 
appeal to the mind does not contribute to the worth 
of prayer. It may have sentimental value, but not 
spiritual. 

The praver of faith is offered from a heart that 
loses sight of all that is earthly and enters the heav- 
enly presence, having access to the holy of holies in 
the name of Jesus Christ! It does not need any 
“props” or setting. It contemplates with the eye 
of faith the One who to every other eve remains in- 
visible, and, beholding Him whose suffering and 
death provided redemption and opened a new and 
living way to God, enters boldly, and says, “Our 
Father!” 

(god is of purer eves than to behold evil, and no 
sin is allowed in His presence. “The face of the 
Lord is against them that do evil.”” How then may 
we, all of whom have sinned and come short of the 
vlory of God, who like sheep have gone astray, of 
whom nothing good can be said, for in us, in our 
flesh there dwelleth no good thing; how may we 
enter the very presence of God, boldly approaching 
the throne of grace? Only as we are cleansed 
through the precious blood of the Son of God, robed 
in His righteousness, credited with His obedience, 
one with Him who is one with the Father. 


(Jur Saviour said: “I am the door: by me it 
any man enter in, he shall be saved, and shall go 
in and out, and find pasture.” Having entered 
through the veil, through the broken body and shed 
blood of Jesus Christ, we, because we are in Him, 
are free to come and go, freely approaching the 
presence of God, in the name of Jesus. Through 
Jesus Christ we have been delivered from the bond- 
age of corruption into the glorious liberty of the 
sons of God! Through Jesus Christ we have access 
to the Father. Hallowed be thy name! 
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1952 Women’s Training School 
Features Bible-Centered 


P rogram 


“God Has Spoken’ became in truth the program 
theme of the 1952 Women’s ‘Training School held 
in Montreat, July 2-8. A large open Bible with 
these words beneath it, was above the great audi- 
torium platform. One ‘Thousand forty-nine dele- 
gates were registered for the School while between 
1.500 and 2,000 shared the blessings of the week. 


The opening evening teatured as the special mes- 
senger the Moderator of the 1952 General Assem- 


bly, Dr. W. A. Alexander, 


Every day was begun by God speaking through 
yreat hymns of the Church, heard over chimes to 
open and close the 7 to 7:15 morning worship 
period, which was observed personally through the 
use of daily guides for morning worship under the 
theme: “Christ In You — You In Christ.” 


The platform Bible hour by Dr. James A. Jones 
ot Charlotte, N. C., each morning, 8:50 to 9:50, 
teatured “Things We Know For Sure.”’ 


Every day's program included classes for which 
the women made preparation and worked for recog- 
nition in completed units of study in the Church’s 
program of missions, stewardship, evangelism, Bible 
Study, Christian Citizenship, etc. The faculty this 
vear was unique in that it included the three execu- 
tive secretaries of the General Council, Board of 
Church Extension, and Board of Christian Edu- 
cation. Three classes offered extension sessions for 
work toward accreditation of teachers in Christian 


Witnessing, the Home and Church Working To- 


gether, and Informal Ways of Learning. 


One thousand four hundred twenty-one credits 
were given by the faculty to those who completed 
assigned work in the various classes; +9 women 
completed eight units of credit work and received 
certificates, and +2 women completed the 12 units 
ot credit work and received diplomas. 


Afternoon conterences were oftered on interest 
and responsibility levels giving specific help to of- 
ticers and chairmen of committees. 


Special Guests 

Special guests of the School on this 40th Anni- 
versary of organized women’s work were: the form- 
er chairmen of the Committee of Woman’s Work 
or Board of Women’s Work—twelve of these were 
present ; the first chairman, Mrs. John Bratton, died 
in 1948. These former chairmen were honered in 
the Saturday evening program and the afternoon 
party on the lawn; they shared especially in the 
Candlelight Consecration Anniversary Service. 


Other special guests were Mrs. James D. Wyker, 
the president of the General Department of United 
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A Living Investment 

in American Youth 
e Christian Education Building High Moral Values 
© Fully Accredited; In Liberal Arts Tradition 
e Military Training for Reserve Commissions 


Presbyterian College 
Clinton, 8. C. Marshall W. Brown, President 


Church Women of the National Council of the 
Churches of Christ in the U.S.A., who spoke on the 
subject “This Nation Under God,” and put to us 
the burning question: ‘‘Do American women care?”’ 


Mrs. W. Murdoch MacLeod, the General Diree- 
tor of the General Department of United Church 
Women, was present and led a most informative 
open forum on the work of the Council. 


The Rev. and Mrs. R. Leonard Small of Cra- 
mond Parish Church in Barnton, Midlothian, Scot- 


land, were present for several days of the confer- 


ence, 


Among other guests were Mrs. Archibald H. 
Davis of Sandusky, Ohio, the daughter of MIrs. 
W. C. Winsborough, and Susan Martha Francies, 
age 3, of Cleveland, Ohio, the great-granddaughter 
of Mrs. Winsborough. Both of these were special 
vuests at the unveiling of the portrait of Mrs. Wins- 
borough and shared in the Candlelight Anniversary 
Service. Mrs. Davis was honored with a life mem- 
bership in the Women of the Church and the pin 
was presented by the executive secretary and Chair- 
man of the Board of Women’s Work, on the closing 
evening of the School. 


The 1953 Birthday objective was announced for 
turlough home for missionaries, to be equally divid- 
ed among Mission Haven at Columbia Seminary, 
Mission Court at Union Seminary and the two pro- 
posed homes at Austin and Louisville Seminaries. 


The Friday afternoon social on the lawn, under 
the direction of the synodical presidents, was an 
occasion of joy and beauty. It featured the 40th 
Anniversary of organized Women’s Work and the 
50th Anniversary of the Missionary Education 
Movement (now the Joint Commission on Mission- 
ary Education of the National Council). There 
were receiving lines of missionaries, former chair- 
men and other honored guests, faculty, board and 
staft of Women’s Work. Beautifully arranged re- 
treshment centers were maintained to serve women 
trom designated synods. 


The Sunday morning worship messenger, Dr. 
Andrew R. Bird, Jr., of Huntington, W. Va., 
called us again to our knees in faithful and believing 
prayer. This was an especially helpful preparation 
for the missionary appointee night, when on that 
Sunday evening we were introduced to 33 newly 
appointed missionaries who will serve in our world 
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mission task, and heard the testimony of two of 
them who spoke on “Why I Am Going to the Mis- 
sion Field.” 


The climax of the week was the Consecration 
Candlelight and Anniversary Service entitled “ For- 
ward Under the Light of the Cross.” This was pre- 
pared and directed by Mrs. Sarah Lee Timmons. 
In this service, memory candles were lighted for 
the representatives across the years from 1912 until 
1952, the first candle being lighted by Susan Fran- 
cies, the great-granddaughter of Mrs. W. C. Wins- 
borough. As a part of this consecration service, the 
executive secretary installed the new officers of the 
Board of Women’s: Work, Mrs. W. H. Hopper, 
Louisville, Ky., chairman; Mrs. A. R. Craig, Ruth- 
erfordton, N. C., vice-chairman; Mrs. J. Percy 
Terrell, Navasota, Tex., secretary and the Women’s 
Advisory Council: Mrs. W. B. Harkins, Morris- 
town, Tenn., chairman; Mrs. W. Everarde Jones, 
Tchula, Miss., vice-chairman and M_rs. Joe B. 
Moore, Port Lavaca, Tex., secretary, 


The entire audience united in a “Prayer Personal 
for the Coming Year” and raised their torches high, 
which flooded the auditorium with light, and re- 
minded us anew of His words “And I, if I be lifted 
up, will draw all men unto myself.” In silence the 
women went in processional from the auditorium to 
the lakeside for a spoken final Paean of Praise and 
spoken charge, and the singing of Mallotte’s ‘“The 
Lord’s Prayer.’’ From that scene the women moved 
in silence toward their rooms as the chimes plaved 
softly : 


“Master, let me walk with Thee, 
In lowly paths of service free, 
Tell me Thy secret, help me bear 
The strain of toil, the fret of care.” 


CHURCH NEWS 


Fifty Attending UTS 
Summer Graduate School 


Fifty ministers from 13 southern states will study 
during August in the graduate department at Union 
Theological Seminary according to an announce- 
ment today by John Newton ‘Thomas, dean of the 
graduate department. 


All of these are pastors of churches except two 
who are college professors. ‘Chere are Methodists, 
Christian Reformed, and Presbyterians numbered 
in the group. 


This is the tenth summer that Union Theologi- 
cal Seminary has conducted graduate instruction 
tor ministers earning the Master of Theology and 
Doctor of Theology degrees. During June and July 
candidates for these graduate degrees spend time in 
residence studying under the supervision of the pro- 
fessor in whose field they are majoring. During 
August special classes in courses are offered, 
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Dr. G. ALLEN FLEECE 


Announcement Of Appointment 
Of Acting President Of = 
Columbia Bible College 


“For it pleased the Father that in Him should all 
fullness dwell.” The full salvation in Jesus Christ 


_has been the message and motive of Columbia Bible 


College, under the leadership of Dr. Robert C. Me- 
Quilkin, at Columbia, S. C., since 1923. For almost 
a third of a century this glorious good news of vic- 
torious Christian living through faith in the in- 
dwelling Christ has inspired thousands to a higher 
lite, a deeper faith and a wider testimony to the 
fullness that is in Christ. 


The hearts of all who know and love Columbia 
Bible College and its Christian life conferences at 
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Ben Lippen, near Asheville, N. C., were saddened 
by the sudden translation of our great leader and 
teacher, Dr. McQuilkin, on July 15, 1952, at Ben 
Lippen, but will now rejoice in the selection to, and 
acceptance of, the position of leadership by Dr. G. 
Allen Fleece. It was in the providence of God that 
Dr. Fleece had resigned last fall from his pastorate 
of the Westminster Presbyterian Church in Chatta- 
nooga, Tenn., to return as Professor of Bible and 
Theology at Columbia Bible College during the re- 
cent illness of Dr. McQuilkin. 


Dr. Fleece assumed the duties of Acting Presi- 
dent on August 1, 1952, and is assured of the hearty 
co-operation of the Board of Trustees, of the Fac- 
ulty and Staff, of the Student Body and Alumni. 


Dr. Fleece is a graduate of Washington & Lee 
University and of Columbia Theological Seminary, 
and is widely known for his exposition of Scripture 
at many Bible Conference centers. Dr. Fleece has 
been pastor of three different churches in Georgia 
and Tennessee and was a member of the faculty at 
Moody Bible Institute as well as previously of Co- 
lumbia Bible College. The influence of Dr. Me- 
Quilkin upon Dr. Fleece’s own life has been mark- 
ed indeed. It is assured now that the distinctive 
message of Columbia Bible College that Dr. Mc- 
Quilkin gave it will be carried on by Dr. Fleece, 
who is greatly beloved by all who know him for his 
life and spiritual teaching. 


“Praise God from whom all blessings flow’’ is 
the constant refrain of those who love Columbia 
Bible College. May God’s richest blessings be upon 
Dr. Fleece in his new and greater responsibilities. 


THE Boarp oF TRUSTEES, 
CoLuMBIA COLLEGE, 
H. T. Patterson, President. 


W orld Missions Receipts/_ 


Apr. 1, 1951, to Aug. 1, 1951 ............ $327,767.40 
Apr. 1, 1952, to Aug. 1, 1952 359,035.39 
.. $ 31,267.99 


Program Of Progress 
Net Receipts 


Apr. 1, 1951, to Aug. 1, 1951... $ 41,530.44 
Aue. 1, 1962 ............ 58,469.21 


Dr. Wilds To Leave 


Thirty-Y ear Pastorate 


The Rev. L. T. Wilds, now in his 30th year as 
pastor of the Hendersonville (N. C.) First Presby- 
terian Church, has resigned from the pastorate of 
the church to become effective when his successor 
has been selected, it has been announced. 


According to reports from the church, Dr. Wilds 
is planning to retire from the active ministry and 
enter pulpit supply work at that time. 
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DR. WILLIAM B. OGLESBY, JR. 
Oglesby To Occupy 


Pastoral Counseling 
Chair At Union Seminary 


A professorship. of Pastoral Counseling is being 
established at Union Theological Seminary, Rich- 
mond, Va., by Frank W. and Pauline Massengill 
DeFriece of Bristol, Tenn., according to an an- 
nouncement by Dr. Ben R. Lacy, Jr., president. 


‘The new chair is designated as a memorial to 
their daughter, Marthina, who died tragically in 
1948 at the age of twenty-four. 


The first occupant of THe Martruina DeFrieci 
CHair or PasTtorAL COUNSELING will 
be the Rev. William B. Oglesby, Jr., former pastor 
of Pulaski Heights Presbyterian Church, Little 
Rock, Ark. Actually appointed to the proposed pro- 
fessorship in 1951, Dr. Oglesby has been studying 
the past two vears at the University of Chicago. 


According to Dr. Ovlesby the purpose of this 
pioneering professorship will be (1) to teach Semi- 
nary students methods in the “cure of souls’; (2) 
to counsel students during their Seminary careers: 
(3) to assist pastors in the field by means of clinics 
on pastoral counseling and instruction during sum 
mer sessions in connection with the Clraduate De 
partment program of the Seminary. 


‘The pastoral counselor is not an amateur phy- 
sician,”’ according to Professor-elect Ouvlesby, and 
this Seminary training “is not designed to compete 
with the disciplines of psvchiatry or psvchotherapy.” 


Mr. and Mrs. DeFriece, members of the First 
Presbyterian Church, Bristol, ‘TVenn., where their 
daughter was also a member, have said that they 
feel the memorial professorship will help meet one 
of the greatest needs of the church today—that of 
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adequate spiritual guidance and counseling by thor- 
oughly qualified and competent ministers, 


In preparation for assuming the new professor- 
ship Oglesby has just completed two years of gradu- 
ate study at the University of Chicago. He has 
served as a member of the Counseling staff of the 
University and minister of counseling at the Fourth 
Presbyterian Church of Chicago. Oglesby also had 
an intern period at the Minninger School of. Psy- 
chiatry and at the Topeka, Kansas, State Hospital. 
The first Doctor of Philosophy degree in this par- 
ticular field ever granted by the University of Chi- 
cago will be conferred on Oglesby in November. 


Dr. Oglesby is married to the former Janice 
Meredith of Sherman, Texas. They have two chil- 
dren, Anne Allen and Janice Meredith. The Ogles- 
bys have moved from Chicago to Richmond and 
Dr. Oglesby will begin his new work in September. 


Grant Resigns As 
Executive Secretary 
Dr. Edward D. Grant, Richmond, Va., has re- 


signed as Executive Secretary of the Board of Chris- 
tian Education, Presbyterian Church, U. S., to ac- 
cept the position of Director of Institutions for the 
State of Louisiana. 


Dr. Grant telegraphed and wrote his acceptance 
to Governor Robert F. Kennon on Tuesday, July 
29, stating that he would officially take over his new 


duties the middle of October. 


In his new post Dr. Grant will have charge of 
seventeen State-owned prisons, hospitals and mental 
institutions which have a biennial operating budget 
of fifty million dollars. In addition, more than six 
million dollars in capital funds are available for 
immediate construction purposes, 


When the post was first offered Dr. Grant said 
he declined because he thought it was a political po- 
sition. However, he was asked by Governor Kennon 
not to decline until he could go to Baton Rouge to 
investigate. 


According to Dr. Grant, Governor Kennon has 
taken «an especial interest in institutional reform in 
Louisiana, It was through his leadership the Legis- 
lature approved steps to appoint businessmen to the 
Board of Institutions and eliminate politics. ‘The 
eight-man Board of Institutions as now set up is 
independent of the Legislature and responsible only 
to the public, Dr. Grant said. 


As Director of Institutions, Dr. Grant will be in 
direct charge of budgeting, operation, maintenance 
and improvement of all State-owned penal institu- 
tions and mental hospitals. Although he has long 
been interested in this type of activity, Dr, Grant 
said he has had no direct experience in it, 
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Born in Glasgow, Scotland, in 1897, Dr. Grant 
came to the United States in 1909. During World 
War | he served as a lieutenant in the infantry. In 
1920 he was graduated from Austin College in 
‘Texas, and in 1933 received the doctor of literature 
from that school. 


Prior to becoming Executive Secretary of the 
Board of Christian Education in 1934, Dr. Grant 
had served for thirteen years as Educational Secre- 
tary of the Presbyterian Foreign Mission Board, 
Nashville, Tenn., and for four years as Secretary of 
Stewardship for his denomination. 


Dr. J. G. Patton, Jr., Executive Secretary of the 
General Council and an associate of Dr. Grant for 
many years, said: “It would be impossible to esti- 
mate the impact that Dr. Grant has made on the 
Southern Presbyterian Church. Although a layman, 
he is known throughout the Church as an eloquent 
speaker and preacher. Since joining the Board of 
Christian Education eighteen years ago he has been 
responsible for instituting financial and program re- 
forms unequalled in the history of Christian edu- 
cation.” 


Dr. Grant came to the Board of Education when 
the organization was still feeling the effect of the 
levastating depression. By the end of the fiscal year 
1951 net sales of the Board’s Division of Publica- 
tion amounted to $1,417,635.68, an increase of 
$209,758.00 over the previous year of 1950. Dur- 
ing the past two years the Board under Grant’s 
leadership has also completely remodeled its Rich- 
mond Headquarters and finished a new $3,000.,- 
000.00 bookstore in Dallas, Tex. 


Dr. Grant said the Board of Christian Educa- 
tion is already working to employ a successor and 
that it hopes to have someone lined up by the meet- 
ing of the Board on October 16-17, at which time 
Dr. Grant’s resignation becomes effective. 


Crowley Church Gets 
New Education Director 

Miss Margie Irving of Durant, Miss., has been 
named director of religious education for the First 
Presbyterian Church of Crowley, La., and assumed 
her duties there August 1, it has been announced. 


She is a graduate ot Belhaven College and has 
been until recently a public school teacher in Nat- 
chez, Miss. The Rev. Richard A. Braun is pastor 
of the church. 


ACCORDIONS 


FAMOUS ITALIAN MAKES 
Available to Students, Teachers, Christian 
Workers and Missionaries at 
SPECIAL DISCOUNTS 
Write Today for FREE Literature 
Accordion Manufacturers & Wholesalers Ovtiet 
Dept.SP, 2003 W. Chicage Ave., Chicago 22, iil. 
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